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Appl. No. 10/787,315 

Summary of Telephone Interview dated February 21, 2008 

Response To Summary of Examiner Telephone Interview Made Bv The Examiner 

During the Examiner telephone interview of January 30‘^ 2008, the agent for the 
Applicant had a discussion with Examiners Keaton and Lu to discuss the nature of the 
claims of the subject application, the nature of the cited references and the differences 
between the claims of the subject application and the cited references. 

In particular, the agent for the Applicant discussed how the claimed subject matter 
relates to a touch interface in which areas of the touch interface are associated with 
letters and that at least some of the areas overlap with one another. The agent for the 
Applicant then discussed how the claimed subject matter recites detecting a location of 
a user's touch on the touch interface and identifying the letter associated therewith 
which can be more than one letter if the location of the user's touch is on a region of the 
touch interface where the areas of the letters overlap with one another. 

The agent for the Applicant then went on to explain how the cited references do not 
disclose a touch interface in which areas are associated with letters such that at least 
some of the areas overlap with one another. In particular, the agent for the Applicant 
discussed how the Chua reference (U.S. 2004/0183833) teaches providing a layout for 
the keys on a touch screen in which areas of the touch screen associated with the keys 
do not overlap with one another. The agent for the Applicant further described how 
Chua teaches using one of several distance-based and layout-based techniques (with 
non-overlapping key areas) to determine which key the user intended to select after 
touching a location on the touch screen. The agent for the Applicant referred to FIG. 3 
in Chua as well as the corresponding text on pages 2 and 3 and used this information to 
show that Chua does not teach associating areas of the touch screen with letters to 
define areas that represent more than one key. 

The Examiners agreed that there are differences between the subject application and 
the cited reference. The Examiners also expressed some concern with the portion of 
the independent claims of the subject invention that recite the association of areas of a 
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touch interface to letters and the overlapping of at least some of these areas and asked 
for an amendment of this claim language. The Examiners also requested amendment 
to the independent claims to better define the nature of the overlapping and if such 
amendments were made to the claims then the current claim rejections should be 
overcome although the Examiners also reserved the right to perform further searching. 
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